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OPINION

PER CURIAM:

Hector Herrand was convicted by a jury of one count of conspiracy
to distribute cocaine base in violation of 21 U.S.C.§ 846 (1994), and
one count of distribution of cocaine base in violation of 21 U.S.C.A.
§ 841(a)(1), (b) (West 1981 & Supp. 1998) and 18 U.S.C. § 2 (1994).
He was sentenced to a 262 month term of imprisonment. He appeals
his conviction. Finding no error, we affirm.

Herrand was indicted for his role in a cocaine base conspiracy.
Guillermo Minier was the cocaine base supplier; Herrand was one of
Minier's couriers. Herrand delivered cocaine base from New York to
the Eastern District of Virginia and carried money back to Minier in
New York.

At trial, the Government presented the testimony of three members
of a Newport News drug ring that frequently purchased cocaine base
from Minier's operation, and the testimony of Minier himself. These
four witnesses all said that Herrand was a courier for Minier. They
testified that Herrand made several trips to transport cocaine base dur-
ing the time period covered by the indictment. Various law enforce-
ment officials also testified and placed Herrand in a vehicle in which
$10,000 in cash was found in a secret compartment. Herrand did not
present any evidence.

Herrand argues that the evidence was not sufficient to support the
convictions. In reviewing for sufficiency of the evidence, the standard
employed by this court is whether the evidence was"sufficient for a
rational trier of fact to have found the essential elements of the crime
beyond a reasonable doubt." United States v. Brewer, 1 F.3d 1430,
1437 (4th Cir. 1993). The evidence is viewed in the light most favor-
able to the government. See id. at 1437.

Minier and the drug ring members who testified against Herrand
had all entered into agreements with the government whereby they
would be eligible for a reduction in their sentences if they provided
assistance to the government. Herrand argues that because of such
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agreements, the witnesses had a powerful incentive to lie and that,
therefore, their testimony was so tainted that it should not be consid-
ered.

Herrand concedes, as he must, that the law does not support his
position. (Appellant's Br. at 13). "The settled law of this circuit rec-
ognizes that the testimony of a defendant's accomplices, standing
alone and uncorroborated, can provide an adequate basis for convic-
tion." United States v. Burns, 990 F.2d 1426, 1439 (4th Cir. 1993).

Moreover, both the Assistant United States Attorney and Herrand's
attorney questioned the four witnesses about their plea agreements or
their hope for a reduced sentence in exchange for their testimony, thus
presenting a basis for the jury to discredit their testimony. The jury
nevertheless credited their testimony and such determinations, being
for the jury, must not be disturbed on appeal. See United States v.
Saunders, 886 F.2d 56, 60 (4th Cir. 1989); Pigford v. United States,
518 F.2d 831, 836 (4th Cir. 1975).

Accordingly, we affirm Herrand's conviction. We dispense with
oral argument because the facts and legal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argument would not
aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED
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